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‘DEFENCE OF. PLURAL, MARRIAGE. 

{OME time since we „ published two letters. vititten 10 Elder L. 0. Little 

field, of Logan, Utah, to Joseph Smith; of Lamoni, Iowa. Our limited 
— not admit of our publishing Joseph Smith’s reply to his first 
letter, nor did we consider it really essential, as our readers could form a fair 
idea of the nature of his argument from reading Elder Littlefield's reply. 
Joseph Smith has recently written a second letter, which, for the same reasons, 
, but we give herewith, as published in the Utah 
pod | Ve, 17, 1868 


— 
— latest — though a long one, 
pointe thet haye not already been considered, and, to my mind, satisfactorily 
disposed ol. It reminds me of a lawyer’s special plea in — wich 
which it “darkeneth counsel by words without knowledge“ I shall not. 
attempt to reply to your paragraphs seriatim, but will simply take up those 
that seom to require, from the which they are 
Von elaim thet: Noah and Lehi were 
We that we cannot prove from the Scriptures that they bad 
more than one sach, but we can prove that men equally beloved and favored ot 
God, atid bearing most important commissions to mankind, did observe thé 
law of plural marriage, and further, that the Lord never rebuked: or found 
fault with them because of this practice, Vbu mention the dispensation “of 
Lehi: in contradistinetion we tefer to the parallel work 
‘the: foutiders of the Jaredite nation, who were polygamists. 
Goll a mate the polygattist Abraham the father of his peculiar chosen people, 
and gave hit a promise that in him and his seed should all the families of 
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the earth be blessed. He ealled the polygamist Moses to be its great leader 
and law-giver, when He made Israel a nation; He conversed with both these 
men face to face, and never a word is to be found of condemnation from His 
divine lips because they had more than one wife. In fact, in the law of 
Moses, He sanctioned polygamy by epee regulations. Think of it, ye who 
oppose polygamy, of God regulating 57 * What an outrage! What 
an absurdity! In one of His laws He says: 

„Hs man have two wives, one beloved and another hated, and they Fw a ery 

, both the beloved and the hated; and if the firstborn son be hers 
then it shall be, when he maketh his sons to inherit that which he hath, that In 
make the son of the beloved firstborn before the son of the hated, which is indeed the 
firstborn: but he shall acknuwledge the son of the hated for the firstborn, by giving him 
@ double portion of all that he hath; for he is the beginning of his strength; the right of 
the firstborn is his.” 

God would not make a distinction with regard to polygamists; it is reserved 
for you to have the questionable honor of doing this thing. 

I might go on piling up example, to example of holy men of God, His 
chosen servants who practiced this law, but it is unnecessary, as you must be 
acquainted with these instances as well as I am; but I venture the assertion 
that I can produce a dozen instances where it can be directly proven that the 
Lord's favored servauts had more than one wife, to every one whom you can 
positively demonstrate to have been a monogamist. Polygamy was the rule, 
not the exception, in ancient Israel. 

In your reference to Lamech, you so word your sentence ati te ebony the 
ideen that he was a murderer because he was a polygamist. If this wan not 
the intent, why mention him at all! Or why mix up his blood-guiltiness and 
his polygamy? But you know better, The translation of the holy scrip- 
‘ures, published by yourselves, (you individually being one of the publishing 
committee) gives the true reason; and you are well aware it had nothing to 
do with polygamy. And now I ask, what about Cain, the first murderer? 
“Why not ascribe the bloody death of Abel to plural marriage? It would be 
quite as consistent as some of your other reasoning. Just as well make 
rpolygamy responsible for the death of Abel as for that of Lamech’s victim. 
Or would it not be as good reasoning to ascribe it to monogamy? I think so. 
Indeed one American writer—and he not a Mormon”—argues that such was 
the case, that monogainy was directly answerable for 9 blood - thirstiness 
and crime. 
You strongly urge that God would be a changeable Dang if the Bd 
- celestial marriage emanated from Him. I cannot admit it. Your reasuning 
is imperfect. God has given such laws to His people for their guidance as 
were best adapted to their circumstances. He has fed them with milk or 
~strong food as they were able to receive it. The Savior in His “sermon on 
the mount,” contrasts the law of the old and new dispensations. Bat had 
Sdod.changed because of the difference in the spirit of these een 
Jeaus, amongst other things on that occasion, said: 

e have heard that it hath been said, an eye for an eee, bat 
I say unto you, That ye resist net evil; but whoseever shall smite thee om thy right 
. Cheek, turn to him the other also. Ye have heard that it hath been said, Thon 

Schalt love thy neighbor, and hate thine enemy. But I say unto yuu, Love your enemies, 
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bless them that curse you, do good to them that hate you, and pray for them which 
despitefully use you, and persecute you.” 

Do these teachings the — Creator? You would 
scarcely assert such a thing, yet such would be the result of the position 
taken by you; neither do His instructions to different people, at different 
times, under different circumstances, regarding the law of marriage, make any 
change in Him. The eternal principle is not changed; simply more or less is 
revealed as the people are prepared for it. Let me also cite to you the word 
of the Lord to Eli, High Priest of Israel: 

«Wherefore the Lord God ef Tsracl saith, I said indeed that thy house, and the house 


of thy father, should walk before me for ever: but now the Lord saith, Be it far from me; 


for them that honor me I wil! honor, and they that despise me shall be lightly esteemed. 
Behold, the days come, that I will cut off thine arm, and the arm of thy father’s house, 
‘that there shall not be an old man in thine house.” 

There is a striking parallel between this word of the Lord to the house of 
Eli, and that regarding plurality of wives, which came to the people of Lebi. 
Both were given because of the abuse of tad law. But in the latter case 
there is the remarkable proviso: 

For if I will, saith the Lord of Hosts, raise up seed unto me, I will command my 
people; atherwise they shall hearken unto these things.“ 

Do you, Mr. Smith, mean to tell the world that God would use polygamy 
as a means to raise up a seed unto Him if it were the abomination that you 
represent? Vet this passage can mean nothing else than that for good and 
sufficient reasons, for the time being monogamy was to be the law unto the 
Nephites, but when God's people were sufficiently advanced in the laws of 
life and the principles of Heaven, then the other command would be given 
for the express purpose of raising up a holy seed unto Him. Until that 
higher law was given, the Nephites were to observe the monogamic law. If 
this is not so, what is the value of the expression, “otherwise they shall 
hearken unto these things?” Furthermore, I am of the opinion that I can draw 
stronger indirect proof from the Book of Mormon that the law of plural 
marriage was reveiled to and practiced by the Nephites in later years than 
you can to the contrary. 

You claim I have done the very thing foreshadowed by Jacob, when I 
refer to what is written in the Scriptures concerning David. You mistake. 
The Latter-day Saints do not ground their faith in the divinity of the law of 
celestial marriage on anything said to or done by David. We base it on the 
word of the Lord to your martyred father. But if we wished to appeal to 
God’s holy word regarding thosé. men, we should be doing nothing incon- 
sistent or unlawful, or be in anywise acting as did the Nephites of Jacob’s 
day. They sought to excuse themselves in committing whoredoms because 
of the things which were written concerning David and Solomon his son.” 
We have no excuses to make for whoredoms. We well know that the 
Lord God delighteth in the chastity of women,” and no people in the world 
prize this virtue so highly as we do, or are so severe upon the adulterer and 
whoremonger. Nor can we find in the Scriptures handed down to us any 
excuses for this grievous sin. Therefore the remarks of Jacob cannot have 
reference to.any people who act as wedo. We simply appeal to God’s word 


‘for-supportifor obeying God's law. 
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It appears to me that your expression “fortunes. of war,” on which your _ 


argument hinges regarding the wives of Saul that were given to David, is 


very inapt and unfortunate one. David did not sueceed Saul as king of 


Israel by war or by conquest, but by the holy anointing put upon him by 
Samuel, the Prophet of God. He was no alien conqueror Who drove ths 


Israelitish ruler from his throne, but a youth of one of Israel's fore most tribes, 


who succeeded to the kingly state by divine right, and he then’ acbepted 


nothing but what God bestowed upon him—kingdom, power, wives, people 


were all given him of Heaven. God says He gave David these wives; you 


argue to the eontrary. It is you and the Lord for it; I prefer to believe Him 


whose word is truth.” And again, let me ask, what means the Lord's state- 


ment to David, after telling him that He had given him his master’s‘ house, 
wives, etc.) IE that had been too little, I would moreover have given unto 
thee such and such things.” According to your construction it would be 
necessary to have raised up another king unto Israel, and then have David 
conquer him and take his wives, or have permitted him by the “fortunes of 
war” to rob the monarchs of other lands of their families. Such a construc-_ 
tion is preposterous, but the only escape, I perceive, out of the difficulty 
created by your unwillingness to accept the word of God as it is written. 
Let me also ask you what you are going to do about the Lord's portion of 
the captive women which were given by His command to certsin persons 


mentioned in the thirty-first chapter of Numbers}. If polygamy be an 


abomination, this is a very strange, proceeding on His part. Further, you 
contend that David did not receive his wives by the same mothods as the 


_ Elders of Israel do to-day. This is another of your mistakes. David roceived 


his wives, through Nathan and other servants, of God appointed unto this 
power; the Elders of Latter-day Israel have received theirs through Joseph . 
your father, and his successors in this ministry. There is not a shadow of |. 
difference between the two examples. David received his wives as we 
receive ours, or as Joaah, the righteous young king of Israel received his 


from the hands of Jehoiada, God's High Priest. That is the way; if you are 


wise, walk ye in it. And remember when you speak of plural marriage as a 
crime, a sin against God, an abomination, and much else that is evil, you 
become a perverter of the Scriptures and are reviling that which, when 
observed according to God's law, has always had His approval; and never 
from Genesis to Revelation, from Nephi to Moroni, is there a word of con- 


demnation of its practice, oaly of its abuse, when it was degraded anil pros 


tituted, as monogamy also frequently is, to gratify the passions ef men, not 


to raise seed to the Lord. Are we to receive Jehovah’s word, or yours? Are 
we to believe His plain and direct statement that He gave David the wives 
of Saul? Or are s to give.credence to your feeble sophistries regarding tho 


fortunes of a war that never took place} Saul was fighting the Philistines, / 


not David, when he was killed. If any one was entitled to his wives, ateorr . 


ding to the practice which you assert prevailed, it was —— 1 — 
not the man whom God had anointed es Saul's successor. reteset 


* 


The law of celestial marriage is not for the world, but 4 God's 3 ; 


All others are governed by the usages of the civilization in 
be it momogamic or polygamic. But polygamy without Jehovah’s sanction is 


| 
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tems The essence and virtue of celestial marriage is that it extends beyohd 
“the véil into the eternal worlds; other marriage, single or plural, is of 
fore oF bindi power in the great hereafter; it is not. Tecoghized there 
cause not performed by Heaven's authority, Herein. is. 
all polygamy (such as that denied by your father,) illicit intercourse, unlaw- 
Aul connections or .asseciations, are as repugnant to the Gospel now, and 
worthy ol our condemaation to-day, as when stigmatized by Joseph ‘and 
Hyrum Smitb, and denied by President John Taylor. Let me aleo remind 
_ you that the article: on marriage that formerly appeared in the appendix’to 
_ ithe Book of Doctrine and Qovenants, and which you misuse, so largely in 
Pour argument, is not a revelation from God; it does not come with “thus 
_ eaith the Lord,” and bas none of its binding force; at any rate, I presume 
you will nut argue that the Lord was bound. by it; neither was His Church 
(even if your construction. be correct,) after a revelation had been given 
which modified its declarations, If there be a hidden meaning in it, them it 
certain perilous occasions, “ She is my sister.” 
You take strong ground with regard to submitting the revelationsiof. God 
to the various Quorums of the Priesthood for acceptance, There were many 
revelations given to your father of which you know nothing. Nor were they 
ever submitted to any but those whom they concerned. They were no ‘less 
: the word and will of the Lord for all that. But in the case of the revelation 
on celestial marriage, it was submitted by your father to the Quorum of the 
Twelve Apostles, and was accepted by the members of that Quorum. Ot 
that we have abundant testimony. It was also submitted to the High 
Council at Nauvoo and accepted by that body, though three of its members 
individually rejected it. On this point we have the testimony and affidavits 
P of members of the Council who were present on the occasion, one of whom, 
Elder Thomas Groyer, still lives in Utah, and he can be cross-examined if 
vou wish to do 80, The names of the members of the High Couneil of 
Nauvoo, who were present on that occasion, who make this affidavit, are 
David Fallmer, Thomas Grover, Aaron Johnson and James Allred, all- men 
po 


f by e in due form of lew, and upon his oath saith, that on or about the twelfth 


te revelation on celestial marriage, 


were preseo Gowles,. N. Haun, 
Wak LN Jackman, ‘ | Grover, 


Gay Of ASG, AD. Ineeting Wi toe jae & 
thereot,) im Hyrum brick office, in the of Nauvoo, of Haneask, State 
ol Dinais, Dunbar Wilson, made, enquiry in relation to the,subject plurality of 
satisfied there was some- 
. thi in th rks. and he what it was, up hick 5 ith 

tepped across the road to his residence, and soon Te Turned beingisiy’ With Copy of 

and 
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David Fuller, Phinehas Richards, James Allred and Leonard Soby. And the id 
David Tullner further saith that Wm. Marks, Austin A. Cowles and Lesnard Soby 
_ Were the only persons present who did not receive the tertimony of Hyrum Smith, and 
that all tlie others did receive it from the teaching and testimony of the said Hyrum 
Smith. And further, that the copy of said Revelation on Celestial Marriage, published 
i the Déseret News extra of September 14th, A.D. 1862, is a true copy of the dame. : 


Daum 
Sabectibed and eworn toby the sid David day fe abore 
written, | Jauss Jacx, Notary Public” 


- You nication thé fact tha i in early days God censured the people of His 
Church for not observing His commandments contained in the Book of Mor- 
mon, etc. Quite true; but how you enn make this have any bearing on 

polygamy is the difficalty that presents itself to my mind; for polygamy was 
not practiced by the people at that time, and therefore they could wot'be 
under cohdemnation on that point, either one way or the other. 

I think it would be rather a hard task for you, or any other man, to dis- 
prove by eross- examination the fact that certain women were the wives of 
vour father, as they have testified under oath. Surely they know, befond per- 
adventure, that the sealing ceremony was performed in their cases, and that 

they lived with him as his wives. You might as well try to argue a woman 

out of ler existence or identity as that she makes a mistake in matters of 
such vital importance to ber as these. No sir; the chain of evidence is com- 
plete, and no eross-examination will change the main facts; they were and 

ate known to hundreds; and to tell us that they were not, is as wise in our 
eyes as if you were'to tell us we dwelt on Mercury or Mars, or were not men, 

but birds ur fishes. All your arguments are as lost as that of the blind man 
who endeavored to persuade his neighbors, blessed with good eyesight, that 
the sun did not shine. They knew better, and so do we. 

Your argument regarding the expression they twain” seems to me with- 
out weight. It can be as truly said of a man and his seeond or third wife 
that “they twain shall be one flesh,” as of a husbaud and his first consort. 
Aud to me the words of 1 Cor. vi, 16: “ Know ye not that he which is joined 
to a barlot is one body? for two, saith he, shall be one flesh,” proves that it 
— wo relation to the subject of monogumio marriage. And now let me tell 
you, Mr. Smith, that God made man polygamie. The history of this world 
in all its generations proves it. To-day three-quarters of the human family 

accept it as the natural law of marriage; the other quarter, pretend nat to 
belle ve in it; but it is only a pretence, Their actions prove to the contrary. 
They have adopted in place vf honorable polygamy, a vile, a damnable and a 
God · aecursed substitute which is corrupting the life-streams and eating out 
— vitals of the self-styled monogamic communities. No amount of sophis- 
try can palliate their hypocrisy; their sins have reached up to heaven, and 
bitt judgment will follow their disregard of nature’s methods, which are the 
methode of man's great Creator. 
Ton denounce celestial marriage as Ke against menkind and asin 
| again God. Ws assert that God never has 80 denounced it, but has ap- 
be ‘proved id aanetioued it, encouraged it, —— — 
thas’ the polygamist’ child was always recognized’ as legiti 
And, under the law of God, entitled to the blessings of His holy house, w 
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the*bastard could not enter therein until the tenth generation; and further, 
thot many children born in polygamy wers the special subjects of God's care, 
Sof His most abundant or special blessings. We need only refer to Joseph, 
Samuel, Solomon; and even Ishmael, as cases in poiit. The prophets, the 
Gaevior Himself; His apostles and disciples, all ministered to a polygamie 
people; and while they denounced without stint the sexual crimes of those 
people, they never uttered a sentence in reproof of their marriage institutions 
Aud how do you account for it, if polygamy was so sinful in the sight of 
Heaven as you assert, that the: Almighty. Father in selecting a lineage for 
Bou, chose ope that’ wes ga well: kaown to be polygamic. 

‘I shall not now take up the question of the authority éf Brigham Young es 
the euestesor of Joseph Smith; God has testified’by His Holy Spirit to scores 
of thousands that he was’ the man, and this testimony and revelation are 
sufficient for us. 
to combat. In the first place you have failed on the subject of polygamy; 
the fuct still stands in unmistakable plainness that God did ordain it, that 
His Prophets did give men wives, that He regulated it by His laws, and 
approved and blessed those who practiced it. 

You have, as a professed Latter-day Saint, tried to pervert the word of 
the Lord regarding Temple bnilding, and because you have not fulfilled this 
law, you seek to cast odium upon those who have done it; but the word of 
the Lord still remains, as in letters of living fire, unchanged and invulnerable: 
| “Therefore, verily I aay unte you, that your anointings and your washings, and your 
baptisms for the dead, and your solemn assemblies, and your memorials for your sacri- 
fices, by the sons of Levi, and for your oracles in your most holy places, wherein you 
receive conversations, and your statutes and judgments, for the beginning df the revela- 
‘tions and foundation cf Zien, and for the glory, honor, and endowment ef all her muni- 
cipals, are ordained by the ordinance eee eee 
commanded to build unto my holy name.. 

In your first letter you state: “The spirit, of Temple building. has indeed 
been kept by you and your people, This is a high compliment paid to our 
devotion, in living-up to this standing commandment given by Jehovah to 
His people. I am truly sorry that as much cannot be truthfully said at 
yourself aud your adherents. Is Seems a little strange that while you i 
this as a general commandment of the Lord, and by your acts and 
make it.nugatory, that you should be so, elated with your good fortune 
‘becoming the occupants of the old and first Temple which the Saints in Uteh — 


Contre Stake of Zion. 
n to thetemevel of the Saints from Nauvoo to these mountains, you 
words, resorting to a mode isti enz 
to your style writing. Asa. proof that this, prophecy 
literally, you need only read the history of the Saints “cry baggage 
exodus from Nauvoo until now, and then — rotrespooti vs view of 
— towns and cities reach 


* 


Idaho in the un Mexico im the south. . 
use why you end your organization have not been obedient to this 
poy; and thus been helpers in developing the resources of this. vast region, 
von allude to the revelation given on Fishing River, Missouri, June 22,3834, 
to the members of Liens Camp. Being myself a member of that camp, Lam 
mecessarily familiar with the condition of things at that time The Ssints 
had; a short time previous, been expelled from Jackson Oounty, and the Lord 
had called for the strength of His honse to come to their aid by every honor- 
able and just means. The movement of Zion's Camp excited’ the people of 
Jackson, Clay ard Ray Counties in Missouri, and to allay this intense ex- 
citement, and that the Saints micht find temporary refuge there, the Lord 
gave this revelation, instrueting the members of Zion’s Camp as to the course 
to be taken by them to accomplish the desired object. The womens enn 
camp were counseled in this revelation as follows: f 
ul not 6f judgment, neither boast of faith, nor of mighty ine, but 

gather together as much in one region as can be consistently with the feelings of the 
people; and behold, I will give unto you favor and grace in their eyes that you may rest 
Reson ently: while you are saying unto the people, Execute judgment and justice 

us, according to law, and redress us of our wrongs.” 

Now. it seems strange that the Re- organized Church, yourself its leader, 
abould take this revelation, many years a8 acted upon and fulfilled by the 
men to whom it was given, and refer to it as among the main reasons why 
Jou ‘shirk the responsibility and hardships of journeying west in obedience to 
the plain prediction of the Prophet. This revelation was a counsel given to 
the members of Zion’s Camp in 1834, and was fulfilled during that period; 
vonsequently it has no reference to you or your organization in 1883 sie 

Vou claim to have from twenty to thirty thousand members in your organ- 
—— Ik so, it would be strange if some, perhaps very many of them, are 
“pot truly honest-hearted people. These, as well as yourself, the people of 
Utah would be most happy to be able to convince of the invalidity of their 

‘ims to that kingdom spoken’ of by Daniel, which is to be set up in the last 
‘days and stand forever. In your present condition, you ‘cannot be that peo- 

8. Why!’ “You place limits to the: ‘prerogatives of Jehovah; you express 

o faith in the dotting of daptism for the dead. Tou say the dead ure 
und yon denounce the building of Temples wherein à work can be 
formed for theit redemption. In yout’ midst the Lord has placed no 
tue of “ thus taith the Lord,“ to declare the mys- 

Tou stop with the first ‘principles’ of the Gospel, and 
farther progtes“ in the principles of 4 ‘higher law for the 

— the hutnan race in the scale of those great ‘principles ‘which 
must exist in the bosom of the Almighty for the final rédemption and eleva- 


‘Won: of intelligent beings to that society Which is colentéal, and in which God 
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thet With AMdavita, Years ago püblisbed to the world, and numerbus others 


-exist which can be furnished if deemed desirable. But if you still ask for 
more proof, you can have it. If all this fails to convince you, I shall regard 

your obstinacy as not being a characteristic of a Latter-day Saint who is 


ten yon dpon this 
matter. With this earnest —— for your enlightenment, the following 

in your second letter creates unpleasant forebodings, for I infer 
—— wording that no matter N proof may bo laid before you, 
vou will still be obstinute and refuse to yield the position you have assumed. 
You say: 

— enn Smith Secretly taught and prac- 
ticed celestial, or plural marriage, or polygamy. For when that is proved the issue 
remains unchanged. All that could be effected by it, so far as I am concerned, would 
be to lessen my respect, for him ag a man, and give me one more heart pang to bear 
through 

A you style yourself a Latter-day Saint, and stand as eee vo your 
peo] le, this seems to be tnwarrantable ground for you to occupy. All v 

read th se words, who desire to have respect for your love of truth, must 
“dismayed at their import. Though it be proved 8 father was a polygam- 
“ist, still“ the issue remains unchanged,” and alf that it could effect, so far as 

you are concerned, would be to lessen ‘your ‘respect’ for him as a man, and 
Five you one more heart pang! Then, Joseph Smith, of Lamoni, these heart 

pangs will assuredly be felt, and your respect for your illustrious father will 
be lessened. For if you ate not convinced by What évidence is now presented, 
the day will assuredly come when you will be convineed. This passage I 
regret to see Incorporated in your letter, because it indicates in you a settled 
purpose not to be a true and faithful ‘follower of your father. No truly 
honest-hearted Latter-day Saint would go 80 far as that. Does not personal 
: pride, the love of position and a willingness to affiliate with the powers that 
de in political ranks, to win their applause, entice you to assume this un- 
‘enviable attitude? I earnestly hope you will reconsider this clause in your 

letter, und form more just and becoming resolutiobs. 
I do not court this controversy for the sake of the mastery in disoussſon. 
' 1 have a sihcere desire that you m dy know, as I do, that your honored father 
18 a polygamist. Utah is filled with witnesses upon this point, and it will 
be u fruittess labor for you, ‘however much it may wound your pride, to 

your assertions tliat he was not u polygumist. 
‘sentiments of respect, allow me to subscribe myself, 
“ “Yours truly, 


— 


u will go through withont sustaining any haps and if » muaket ball be fired into water, 
“fy will not rebound, but be fattened if fired against a} 
Jing the glass; if suspended by it 
not even vibrate. — — 
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"MONTY, a, 3, 1883, 
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AMNESTY FOR POLYGAMISTS. 


Our readers are doubtless all somewhat familiar with that remarkable 
legislative enactment, known as the Edmunds Bill. They know that it is a 
flagrant violation of the spirit and letter of the Constitution, in that it is 
retroactive in its character and proscribes people because of belief. The 
Constitution of the United States provides that “no bill of attaipder, or 
ex post facto law, shall be passed.” Yet this bill is both. It inflicts puniah- 
ment without a judicial trial, and it provides a penalty for an offence com- 
_ mitted previous to the passage of any law defining it as a crime. Its framers: 
were 80 blinded by. bigotry. and vindictiveness towards the “Mormons” and 
. 80 regardless of sense or reason or Constitutional restrictions, that they made 
one part of the law contradictery of the other, The first sections define 
certain offences, the commission of which shall hereafter be considered a crime, 
_ while in subsequent sections it makes the previous commission of the offence 
a disability to the exercise of the right of eitizenship, and provides for 
pardoning for a past act which was not a crime until that bill made it such. 
The no less remarkable rulings under that law of tle Commissioners sent 
to Utah are also somewhat known to our readers, By their ruling, not only 
those who now live in the practice of “polygamy” but all who ever have done 
so are denied the right of suffrage. Men are deprived of the right of voting 
or holding office who have only one wife, or indeed no wife at all, if at any 
time in the past they ever had more than one at a time. Every woman is also 
disfranchised whose husband ever had more than one wife at once, even 
though she be the first wife, and separated from her husband, or ber husband 
long since dead. Lest a certain class of citizens whose gross immorality was 
notorious should be excluded from the polls by the oath which the Edmunds 
law prescribed for the electors to take, the Commissioners inserted in it the 
words “in the marriage relation,” 30 that it could only be made to apply to 
those who had married the persons with whom they cohebited. But even 
where persons could conscientiously subscribe to the oath, and “were willing 
to do sv, and the registration officers suspected that they had ever in the 
distant past practiced “polygainy,” their names were arbitrarily stricken from 
the registry lists, and that too without their ever tried 
* or even indicted. 
These are not all and ths rulings be 
—— but they are all that we need mention at the present time. 


— 
— 
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Of coutse, by such proceedure a good many who have, for" various reasons, 
been cut off from the Church, or have apostatized, are disfranchised. And 
some of these have taken it exceedingly hard, for they labored zealously to 
obtain the passage of the Edmunds Bill or other legislation inimical to the 
Saints, never. dreaming that it was going to reeoil like a boomerang upon 
themselves. Inasmuch as they had repudiated all belief in the doctrines held 
by the Saints, including that of plurality of wives, and turned their plural 
wives adrift, they did not suppose that any enactment for the suppression of 
polygamy was going to apply to them. They have felt the deprivation very 
keenly, as they are not only denied the privilege of voting, but also of holding 
any civil or political office—the very thing that they most desire. True the 
‘sixth clause of the Edmunds Bill provides “That the President is hereby 
authorized to grant amnesty to such classes of offenders, guilty before the 
passage of this act of bigamy, polygamy, or unlawful cohabitation, on such 
conditions and under such limitations as he shall think proper; but no such 
amnesty shall have effect unless the conditions thereof shall be complied with.” 
But there were no conditions prescribed upon which such amnesty was to be 
granted, and they were in doubt as to what the conditions would be. How- 
ever, they were ready to sue for amnesty regardless of terms, and accordingly 
it is said that when District Attorney Van Zile went to Washington last 
winter he took with bim a list of names of persons who wished to be pardoned 
for having committed “a crime” which was not a crime at the time it was 
committed, nor indeed until it was made so by the passage of the Edmunds 
Bill. We may imagine in what suspense those cringing suppliants have waited 
and how galled they must have felt at seeing the time approach for another 
election and they still debarred the privilege of voting or holding office. 
They had shown a willingness to 

“Crook the pregnant hinges of the knee 
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That thrift might follow fawning.” 

But all their efforts seemed to be in vain until at last, too late for the ne 
election, the form for the amnesty oath arrived from Washington. It is said 
that Van Zile originated the thing, but that it has been modified by the U. S. 
Attorney General, and has doubtless also been submitted to the President. 
Hare is the form: 

TERRITORY OF 

— 


COUNTY OF 


have not been in the practice of bigamy or polygamy since the sail eae day o. s+ 
that I am not now bigamist or polygamist, that I have not since the... 
day of. 18... nor do I new believe in, advocate, Way uphold 
of Sbuntenance the pedotide of Unna or pélywanty, and that in the future I will do all I 
"can to oppose the Mormon Garch in its gfforts to oppose the laws, mud obstruct the due 


j 


snd worn to efor me hi. D., 168. 


„% „%% „ „ „ „ 


We recommend the above named. ter: as & proper 
petvon to recefve amnesty under the wixth sec o amend 


Jud udges of Supreme Court 


do hereby certify that the sbove,is 
| Attest my band and the Great Seal of the Mecttiery 
L al Utah, this. eee day of. 


Beo’y of Utah Terri 
It will be observed that the applicant for amnesty must make oath that he 


has not been guilty of the acts made criminal by the Edmunds law. Thenin 
addition to that, he must swear that he does not “believe in, advocate, or in 
any way countenance” such practice. (Shades of Washington, Jefferson and 
all the other patriots, who struggled to bequeath to posterity liberty of con- 
science and freedom of thought and speech, just think of how your gift is 
" appreciated! The Constitution is a dead letter! Your sacrifices were in 
Despotism never went much farther than this!) 

But this is not all. The pleader for pardon must vow to do all he “can to 
oppose the Mormon Church in its efforts to oppose the Jaws”—elegant 
sentence! This is doubtless intended to mean that he shall become a bitter 
~ apostate to his former faith and swear eternal enmity against its adherents. 

He must then induce the Governor and the thrée Judges of the Supreme 
Court to sign the instrument recommending. him as a proper subject for 
amnesty, and have the Secretary of the Territory certify to it, before it will 
avail him anything in securing Presidential clemency. __ 
Thore mar be and doubtless are some who are thus prepared to eat 
“humble pie“ and to sacrifice principle for selfish, ‘ends, but it is not expected 
that Latter-day Saints are going to do so. It is plain to be seen that the 
form of oath was not prepared with a view t granting ther the rig t..of 
franchise. And ifthey never obtain amnesty till they cringe and supplicate 
forgiveness for acts which were not criminal when they were committed but 
made 80 by subsequent legislation, they will never get it. We might go 
tkarther than that, and say that the Latter-day’ Saints have nothing to usk 
forgiveness for at the hands of President Arthur, and if they had they would 
, mot surrender their right to believe as, they choose for the sake of obtaining 
bia pardon,. The Latter-day Saints are conscientious in what they have done. 
If Judges, or Governors, or Attorney Generals, or the whole United States, 
or even the whole world choose to oppose on it makes no difference. The 
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more "binding upon s than any decrees issued by man, and they are 
determined to abide by those covenants to the end. They are not the 


) 
‘ 
— 
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people to sever their family ties, forsake ‘their wives and children and di- 
regard the sacred obligations husband « and father even to save their lives. 
Their position is similar to 1 of Peter and John when the rulers of the 
people charged them not to “teach in the name of Jesus.” They replied. 
“whether it be right in the sight of God to hes rken unto you more than unto 
God, judge ye. They had received 2 divine command to go forth and preach 
in His name, and even the threats of the rulers did not deter them from 
doing so, And when they werd arraigned a second time on the same charge 
their justification was We ought to obey God rather than man.“ It is just 
so with the Saints. The law- makers of the nation have decreed that they 
shall not observe the requirements of their religion, but . wil do so and 
trust in the Almighty for the result. 

This last move of the plotters against religious liberty will an ie nothing 
except to show to the world by what unjust means they are fighting a form 
of religion with which the n Obristianity and the wisdom of the 
world cannot cope. 

RELEASED. Elder Wm. Wright is released to return to his home at his 
own request, on account of lameness and consequent inability to n 
missionary labor. 

Elder Henry Goldsbrough, of the Sheffield Conference, is also e at 


his own request, the condition of hn em en such as to require bis 
presence at hame. ' 


DEPARTURE OF EMIGRANTS TG fourth company of emigrating 
Saints for the present season sailed from Liverpool, on Wednesday, August ) 
29th, per 8. S. Nevada There wers 263 British, 282 Scandinavian and 106 
Swiss and German emigrants, besides 29 returning missionaries, and two 
visitors, making in all 682 souls. The following are the names of the 
missionaries: Hyrum H.'Evans, Henry Leyland, John England, James 
Hardy, George Fowler, Thomas Perkius, Edwin Spencer, J. C. Reader, 
George Brough, Hyrum Dewsnup, John Jenkins, John Binks, W. R. Kings- 
ford, Wm. Wright, Henry Goldsbrouga and Henry Norman, from Great 
Britain: P. F. Goss, T. Bitter, P. Krogue, J. Lederman and A. Bissegér, from 
the Swiss and German Mission; Hans A. Hansen, Hans Anderson; Henry C. 
Jensen, J. C. Frost, A. IL. Anderson, John N. Olson, Niels Larson aud 
Frederick Peterson; from Scandinavia. The visitors were Mrs. and Miss 
Pixton, of Taylorsville, Utah Elder P. F. Goss was appointed to take 
charge of the and ‘eet sail with every of a favorable 
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Grande 
in Price River Canyon. About six miles of che roadbed ‘Tt 
has been repaired though, and through trains are again running. I 
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Henry Ward Beecher is to visit Salt Lake City on a lecturing tour. | 
Through the failure of a bank at Leadville, a number of Utah 
firms have been defrauded; among others John W. Sn lost $700, and the 

East Co-operative Store of Provo over $1,800. 

‘Crops on the Sand Ridge between Ogden and Kayoville are socal to 
be lighter than usual. There will be ouly about two-thirds as much mat 
and about one-tenth as much barley as last year. 

The Salt Lake City Council has passed an ordinance for the n of 
houses throughout the city and the work of doing so is to be completed with - 
in sixty days. The south-east corner of the Temple Block is to be the initial 
point. 

A sheepherder was e struck by lightning while tending his flock on 
the mountains near Panguitch. His clothing was torn from his body, he was 
terribly scorched down one side and oe insensible for several hours, 
but recovered. 


O. B. Shaw, of Salt Lake City, has discovered silica of various grades in 
that region, suitable for use in the manufacture of glass, and which can be 
obtained in any quantity desired, as there is a whole mountain of it. He has 
also found an inexhaustable deposit of the purest kind of red clay, suitable 
for making bricks. 


The flood at Kanab washed away about 2,000 bushels of wheat and 
handreds of tons of hay. Bishop Johnson estimated that it would require 
600 days’ labor to make a ditch that would bring the water into the town, 
and said that all the men and boys of the place weuld work at it till it was 
finished. He considered that the washout would be a benefit in the end, asa 
number of new springs had burst out in the channel cut of the flood, so that 
the water supply would be materially increased. 

The Deseret University building, the work upon which was suspended on 
account of the Governor vetoing the Legislative enactment making an ap- 
propriation for it, is now being pushed to completion by private parties 
furnishing the necessary means, Educational matters in the Territory are 
not going to be allowed to stand still even though the officers sent to 
govern the people do interpose all the obstructions they can. 


Dr. Park and two companions recently ascended the Twin Peaks, situated 
south-east of Salt Lake, and considered to be the highest mountains in that 
vicinity. From observations made the summit of the highest of the peaks 
was found to be 11,050 feet above sea level. The temperature was 70 degrees 
at 1-30 p.m. There is no vegetation at the top, but ferns were found growing 
a short distance below, and there was also considerable snow there. 2 

There have been more cases of petty theft and burglary of late reported 
from the principal cities of Utah than we ever remember hearing of before, 
proving that a horde of the light fingered fraternity have made a raid on the 
Territory, and their success in eluding detection proves them to be old hands 
at the business, A butcher of Salt Lake City, named Goldsticker, recently 
had $409.50 abstracted from his desk, about the middle of the aftenoon, 
during his temporary absence from the shop. A woman named Scofield, 
employed at a restaurant in Salt Lake City, had $60 in gold stolen out of her 
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trunk one morning lately, and several minor cases are also reported there. 


The Co-operative Shoe Shop, of Brighan City, has also 


the extent of $107. 


been burglarized to 


— — 


TALMAGE AND THE “MORMONS.” 


De Witt Talmage, tis said the other night. 
Like Patrick, spoiling for a Christian figh 
Got and famed 


Just think of it,” exclaimed the bowling 


reacher, 
“ Tt ought to rouse the blood of every ores- 


While you and I and others were at prayer, 


00 cer attempting their arrest, 
But let them go, like others, to the West. 


I tell we're in fearful situation; 
end tahe our plese and 


For some, sid, have heard theve ‘Mor 
That they are backed by the Eternal host. 
the problem, axid 
Our Obristian prestige aa in days of yore. 

But what was thought to be 4 potent 


_ scheme 
Turns out a childish sentimental dream; 
And so their power grows stronger every 


And jeopardizes that we hold most dear. 
Should they continue with their immigra- 
These * Mormon’ Elders preach the Gospel 
And thet will spoil the business for ma. 


It must be stopped—this hatefal supersti- 
tion— 


For tis the grossest piece of imposition; 
Eight hundred captives in the care! 
Enough to make a Christian 


parson swear, 


But something must be done to check their 


We've cried delusion unttil we are heasse: 
We killed their Pruphets, and we drove 


them out, 
But these events were turned to their ac- 
count. 
As watchman on the hill of Zion, 
I'U raise my voice and th like a lion, 


Great is Diana of the Christian church, 

Great is our income, and great is our re- 
search.” 

Four hundred but T made 

And lan: on Sabbeth, too, 

No wonder that it made poor Talmage blue. 

He vented all his vials like a fury, 

2 destruction without judge or 
ury; 

His eyes ecting in their spheres, 


There was a time,” said Talmage, ‘“‘when 


With ies in cam 
We might have sent 
or to H-ades. 


The hen that was possible is past— 
In strength and — they ate 
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Because our Consul’s pauper bubble burst. 
He opened fo its full capacity 
ile ev i spasm 
Seemed — that vast and windy 
chasm. | 
Eight hundred ‘Mormons’ came last Sab- 
bath day, | 
And what is worse, we fear they come to 
stay. 
1 hi hatred and his fears. 
— 7: 
Have — the problem by a Christian 
t: 
p, and shot and shell, 
God only knows just who shall take a stand, 
And wipe the institution from our land. 
Not only over Utah do they reign, 
But States and Territories are their domain, 
In which eee and raise 
The very mischief on days, 
They overshadow e’en our nation’s dome— 
Are more dangerous than the Church of 
Rome; 
We must unite again and strike a blow, 
Or else, by Jupiter! our cake is dough.” 
Such is the spirit of a wild harangue, 
A sam of Khe Drookive slong; 
His look upon wn and smile, 
And credit his account of wind and bile. 
But this furore and this fear confessed, 
About the Mormon” regions the Wet 
These foolish vagaries childish scare? 
It is because the power of God is there. 


